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unarmed persons provided with proper safe-conducts
and for small quantities of provisions.
The fourth charge was that De Lesseps' actions had
needlessly kept the troops inactive. His reply to this
was that his mission as a negotiator did not admit of
his engaging in hostilities, and that in any case the army
was not ready to attack with reasonable certainty of
success. In point of fact the troops were not inactive,
and preparations for a siege were not suspended for
a single hour. It was this continual movement and
activity that had alarmed the Roman authorities and
had often hampered his negotiations.
The fifth charge was that the prolonged armistice
had given time for the Romans to augment their
forces, and consequently their power of resistance. The
answer was, that there had been no such increase in
the numbers of the defenders of Rome as was suggested.
The sixth charge was that De Lesseps should have
definitely stipulated for the occupation of Rome by
the French. This was contrary to the whole spirit of
the mission. The Foreign Minister had publicly stated
that he had given no order to attack Rome, and that
"he had only authorised the march on Rome on the
condition of no serious resistance being offered, or of
our being appealed to by the population at large."
Finally, it was charged that the proposals which had
formed the subject of the ultimatum would have been
met with the jeers and murmur-ings of the Roman
Assembly, so that the negotiations should have pro-
ceeded no further. De Lesseps could not agree that
the proposals would have met with any such reception,
If there had been any prospect of this kind the